for distances wider than  those provided  for by  the respondent's
approved roof  control plan.     In support of  the proposed settlement,
petitioner stated  that   the citation in question was  issued approximately
one month before respondent's new roof control plan was approved,   and
that   the roof  area  in  question was  considered  to be in very  good  condition
and was   fully roof-bolted.     Under the  new roof  control plan,   the area
cited as  being driven  too wide would only have exceeded the plan  require-
ments  by approximately 18  inches,   and  the conditions cited1  did not result
in any accidents or injuries   (Tr.   4-9).

In view of  the  foregoing circumstances,   and taking  into  account all
of  the statutory civil penalty criteria found in section 110(i)  of  the
Act,   the parties were  in agreement   that  the proposed settlement  is
reasonable and   they requested my approval.

Conclusion

After  careful  review and consideration of   the pleadings,   arguments,
and information of  record in support  of  the proposed settlement,   I
conclude and  find  that  it  is reasonable and  in  the public  interest.
Accordingly,   pursuant   to  29  C.F.R.   2700.30,   the settlement  is APPROVED.

Order

Respondent IS ORDERED to pay a civil penalty in the amount of $1,500,
in satisfaction of the citation in question within thirty (30) days of
the date of this decision and order, and upon receipt of payment by
the petitioner, this proceeding is DISMISSED.

GeorgirA. Koutras
Administrative Law Judge
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